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Application Papers 

9) n The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Information Disclosure Statement 
The information disclosure statement filed 12/06/2004 fails to comply with 
37 CFR 1.98(a)(1), which requires the following: (1) a list of all patents, 
publications, applications, or other information submitted for consideration by the 
Office; (2) U.S. patents and U.S. patent application publications listed in a section 
separately from citations of other documents; (3) the application number of the 
application in which the information disclosure statement is being submitted on 
each page of the list; (4) a column that provides a blank space next to each 
document to be considered, for the examiner's initials; and (5) a heading that 
clearly indicates that the list is an infomnation disclosure statement. Applicant 
should provide a PTO-1449 form as the Information Disclosure Statement. 



Claim Objections 

The claims are objected to because they include reference characters 
which are not enclosed within parentheses. 

Reference characters corresponding to elements recited in the detailed 
description of the drawings and used in conjunction with the recitation of the 
same element or group of elements in the claims should be enclosed within 
parentheses so as to avoid confusion with other numbers or characters which 
may appear in the claims. See MPEP § 608.01 (m). 

Claim 1 is objected to because of the following infomnalities: in lines 12- 
14, the limitation is grammatically incorrect. The Examiner suggests revising the 
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limitation to read -sending request signals to the suppliers if no copy of the 
music score is available in the database--. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not Identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 1 02 of this title, If the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

1. Claims 1, 2, 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Duliege (US 6477532 B1) in view of Razdan. 

Regarding Claim 1 

Duliege discloses a method for using the Internet to facilitate a transaction 
between a customer and at least one supplier of music scores to discourage 
illegal copying of music scores, comprising: 

• associating suppliers (26, 28, 30) of music scores with a music score 
service unit (18) (at least column 1 , lines 50-55: musical groups can 
publish their scores through the system) 

• a customer (12) contacting a website (16) of the service unit (18) and 
sending a request signal (19) to the website (16) to obtain a music score 
(20) (at least column 1, lines 55-67: client sends signal to system to 
download score) 
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• the service unit (18) receiving the signal (19) and the service unit (18) 
digitally searching for the music score (20) in a database (22) to determine 
whether the music score (20) is available in the database (22) (at least 
column 1 , lines 55-67: search criteria submitted to search file) 

• the suppliers (26, 28, 30) sending back an affirmation signal (32) to the 
service unit (18) when a digital copy (35) of the music score (20) is 
available from the suppliers (at least column 1 , lines 50-67: artists publish 
works to the system) 

• the service unit (18) receiving the affirmation signal (32) (at least column 
1 , lines 50-67: artists publish works to the system) 

• the supplier (28) sending the digital copy (35) of the music score (20) to 
the service unit (18) (at least column 1, lines 50-67: artists publish works 
to the system) 

• the service unit (1 8) receiving the digital copy (35) of the music score (20) 
and sending a delivery signal (36) to the customer including the digital 
copy (35) of the music score (20) (at least column 2: client downloads 
score obtained from system) 

Duliege does not disclose: 

• when no copy of the music score (20) being available in the database 
(22), the unit (18) sending request signals (24a-c) to the suppliers (26, 28, 
30); 
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• the service unit (1 8) sending a delivery request signal (41 ) to the supplier 

(28); 

Razdan teaches that it is known to include sending a request to suppliers 
when a product is not available for purchase (at least paragraph [0033]: 
distributors sends query to clearinghouse, requesting delivery of digital content) 
and sending a delivery request to the supplier (at least paragraph [0033]: 
distributors sends query to clearinghouse, requesting delivery of digital content) 
in a similar environment. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art a the time the invention was made to have modified the method for using 
the Internet to facilitate a transaction, as taught by Duliege, with the requests 
sent to suppliers, as taught by Razdan, since such a modification would have 
prpvlded a means to effectively monitor digital content remotely at least 
paragraph [001 1] of Razdan). 

Regarding Claims 2. 8 
Duliege discloses: 

• the service unit (1 8) sending the digital copy (35) to the customer (12) 
when the digital copy (35) is available in the database (22) (at least 
column 2, lines 1-15: user downloads music score) 

• the service unit (18) sending a charge signal (37) to the customer (12) to 
request payment of the digital copy (35) and the customer (12) sending a 
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payment signal (39) to the service unit (18) (at least column 2, lines 6-10: 
download activation contingent on the receipt of payment) 

2. Claim 3 Is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Duliege in view of Razdan as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view 
of Krahn (US 20030018586 A1). 

The combination of Duliege and Razdan discloses the claimed invention except 
for: 

• the customer (12) pre-paying for the digital copy (35) 

Krahn teaches that it is known to include a customer pre-paying for digital 
content (at least paragraph [0023]: prepaid number of digital files) in a similar 
environment. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the Invention was made to have modified the method for using the Internet 
to facilitate a transaction, as taught by Duliege and Razdan, with the pre-paying 
for digital content, as taught by Krahn, since such a modification would have 
provided a package that can be selectively activated to access the Internet and 
download content (at least paragraph [0006] of Krahn). 
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3. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Duliege in view of Razdan as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view 
of Burton (US 20020055878 A1). 

The combination of Duliege and Razdan discloses the claimed invention except 
for: 

• the service unit (1 8) compensating the supplier (28) with the payment 
amount received from the customer (12) minus a service charge 

Burton teaches that it is known to include compensating a supplier minus a 
service charge (at least paragraph [0030]: payment remitted to suppliers with 
service charges subtracted) in a similar environment. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
have modified the method for using the Internet to facilitate a transaction, as 
taught by Duliege and Razdan, with the payment to the supplier minus a service 
charge, as taught by Burton, since such a modification would have provided a 
means for ensuring that e-commerce providers are paid their commissions (at 
least paragraph [0014] of Burton). 
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4. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Duliege in view of Razdan as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view 
of Banerjee etal. (US 20030023521 A1, hereinafter Banerjee). 

The combination of Duliege and Razdan discloses the claimed invention except 
for: 

• the service unit (18) charging the customer (12) a reduced fee or no fee at 
all when the digital copy (35) is not delivered within a promised time 
period. 

Banerjee teaches that it is known to include compensating a customer 
financially if digital content is not delivered with in a promised time frame (at least 
paragraph [0045]: payment send to requestor if e-mail not received in promised 
time) in a similar environment. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have modified the method for 
using the Intei'netto facilitate a transaction, as taught by Duliege and Razdan, 
with the financial compensation for untimely delivery, as taught by Banerjee, 
since such a modification would have provided a means for protection against 
damages that may occur due to the untimely delivery of data (at least paragraph 
[0009] of Banerjee). 
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5. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Dullege in view of Razdan as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view 
of Sitricit (US 20030024375 A1). 

The combination of Duliege and Razdan discloses the claimed invention except 
for: 

• the service unit (1 8) providing transposition services to the customer (12) 

Sitrick teaches that it is known to include providing transposition services for 
digital music content (at least paragraph [0018]: system can transpose music) in 
a similar environment. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to have modified the method for using the 
Internet to facilitate a transaction, as taught by Duliege and Razdan, with the 
transposition services, as taught by Sitrick, since such a modification would have 
provided a means for music synchronization, analysis, and communication in an 
electronic networked environment (at least paragraph [001 1] of Sitrick). 



Application/Control Number: 10/509,648 Page 
Art Unit: 3625 

6. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Duliege in view of Razdan as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view 
oflida (US 6209787 B1). 

The combination of Duliege and Razdan discloses the claimed invention except 
for: 

• the supplier (28) sending a royalty payment to a copyright control function 
(33) associated with a copyright owner (34) 

lida teaches that it is known to include sending a royalty payment to copyright 
owners (at least column 2, lines 31-40: collecting royalties for copyrights) in a 
similar environment. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to have modified the method for using the 
Internet to facilitate a transaction, as taught by Duliege and Razdan, with the 
collecting of royalties, as taught by lida, since such a modification would have 
provided a means for generating a financial return on copyrights for user 
personalized compilations of music content (at least column 1 , lines 60-67 and 
column 2, lines 1-3 of lida). 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to IVIichael IVIisiaszek whose telephone number 
is (571) 272-6961. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 AM - 4:30 
Pl\^, Monday through Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Yogesh Garg can be reached on (571) 272-6756. The 
fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Infomnation regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Infomiation Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). 

Michael A. Misiaszek 
Patent Examiner 
5/1/2006 




